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Volraire’s angriest words were directed against established Christianity, t0
which he attribured many of the ills of modern society. Voltaire regarded Chris-

tianity as “the Christ-worshiping Supers

tition” that someday would be destroyed

“by the weapons of reason.” He rejected revelation and the church hierarchy

and was repulsed by Christian intolera
20d believed in God as the prime mover

Voltaire

nce, but he accepted Christian morality
who set che univesse in motion.

A PLEA FOR TOLERANCE AND REASON

The following passages compiied from Volaire's works—grouped according 10
topic—provide insight into the outlook of the philosophes. The excerpts come
from sources that include his Candide (1759), Treatise on Tolerance (1763), The
Philosophical Dictionary (1764), and Commentary on the Book of Crime and Pun-

ishments (L766).

TOLERANCE

It does not require any great art or studied elo-
cution to prove that Christians ought to toler-
ate one anorhes. I will go even furcher and say
chat we ought to look upon all men as our
brathers. What! call a Turk, 2 Jew, and a Sia-
mese, my brother? Yes, of course; for are we
not all children of the same facher, and the
creatures of the same God?

P

What js tolerance? ... We ate all full of
weakness and ecrors; lec us murually pardon
our follies. This is the last law of pature. . . .

It is clear that every private individual who
DESECULes & man, his brother, because he is not
of the same opinion, Is & roaster. . . .

Of all religions, the Christian oughe doubt-
less to inspire the most tolerance, although
hicherte the Christians have been cthe most in-
tolerant of all men.

SR

_ .. Tolerance has never brought civil wag; in-
colerance has covered the earch with carnage . . . .
“Whar! Is each citizen to be permiceed to be-
lieve and to chink that which his reason rightly
or wrongly diceates? He should indeed, pro-
vided that he does not disturb the public or-

der: for it is not contingent on man to believe
or not to believe; but it is contingent on him ro
respect the usages of his counrtry; and if you say
chat it is a crime not to believe in the domi-
nant religion, you accuse then yourself the first
Christians, your #0Cestoss, and you justify those
whom you accust: of having marcyced chem.
You reply that there is a great difference,
that all religions ate the work of men, and thac
the Apostolic Roman Catholic Church is alone
che work of God. But in good faith, ought our
religion because it is divine reign through
hate, violence, exiles, usurpation of property,
prisons, tortures, murders, and thanksgivings
t0 God for these murders? The more the Chris-
tian religion is divine, the less it pertains co
man to requite it; if God made i, God will
sustain it without you. You know that intoler-
ance produces only hypocrites or rebels; what
distressing alrernacivest In short, do you wanc
¢o sustain through executioners the religion of
a God whom executioners have put to death
and who taught only gentleness and patience?

1 shall never cease, my dear sir, to preach toler-
ance from the houserops, despite che complaints
of your priests and the outcries of ours, until per-
secution is no more. The progress of reason is




S

62 Part One Early Modern Enrope

slow, the roots of prejudice lie deep. Doubeless, I
shall never see the fruits of my efforcs, bur they
are seeds which may one day germinate.

DOGMA

. .. Is Jesus the Word? If He be the Word, did
He emanate from God in time or before time?
If He emanared from God, is He co-eternal and
consubstantial with Him, or is He of 2 similar
substance? Is He distinct from Him, or is He
not? Is He made or begotten? Can He beget in
His turn? Has He paternjty? or productive
vircue without paternity? Is the Holy Ghost
made? or begotten? or produced? or proceed-
ing from the Facher? or proceeding from the
Son? or proceeding from both? Can He beget?
can He produce? is His hypostasis consubstan-
tial wich the hypostasis of che Father and the
Son? and how is it thar, having che same na-
ture—the same essence as the Facher znd che
Son, He cangnot do che same cthings done by
these persons who are Himself?

Assuredly, I understand nothing of this; no
one has ever understood any of it, and thar s
why we have slaughtered one another.

The Christians cricked, cavilled, hated, and
excommunicated one another, for some of these
dogmas inaccessible co human incellect.

FANATICISM

Fanacicism is to superstition what delirium is
to fever, whart rage is to anger, He who has ec-
seasies and visions, who takes dreams for reali-
ties, and his own imaginations for prophecies
is an enthusiast; he who reinforces his madness
by murder is a fanatic. . . .

The most deteseable example of fanaticism
is thar exhibiced on che nighe of Sc. Bartholo-
mew,! when the people of Paris rushed from

15¢, Barcholomew refers to the day of August 24, 1572,
when the populace of Paris, instigated by King Charles
IX ac his mother's urging, begaa a week-long slaughser of
Procestancs.

house to house ro stab, slaughrer, throw out of
the window, and tear in pieces their fellow cit-
izens who did not go to mass.

There are some cold-blooded fanarics; such
as chose judges who sentence men to death for
no ocher crime than thac of thinking differ-
ently from themselves. , . .

Once fanaticism has infected a brain, the
disease is almost incurable. I have seen conval-
sionaries who, while speaking of the miracles
of Saint Paris [a fourch-cenrury Iralian bishop],
gradually grew heated in spite of chemselves.
Their eyes became inflamed, ctheir limbs shook,
fury disfigured their face, and chey would have
killed anyone who contradicred them.

There is no other remedy for this epidemic
malady than thac philosophical spirit which,
excending ftself from one to anocher, at jength
softens the manners of men and prevents the
access of the disease. For when che disorder has
made any progress, we should, withour loss of
time, flee frem it, and wair rill che air has be-
come purified,

PERSECUTION

What is a persecutor? He whose wounded
pride and furious fFanaticism arouse princes and
magiscraces against innocent men, whose oaly
crime Is that of being of a different opinion.
“Impudent man! you have worshipped God;
you have preached and pracriced virctue; you
have served man; you have protected the or-
phan, have helped che poor; you have changed
deserts, in which slaves dragged on a miserable
existence, into fercile lands peapled by happy
families; bue I have discovered that you despise
me, and have never read my controversial
work. You know that [ am a rogue; thar I have
forged Glod}s signature, that I have scolen.
You mighe tell chese chings; I must aneicipare
you. I will, therefore, go ro the confessor
[spiritual counselor} of che prime miniscer, or
che magiscrare; I will show them, wich our-
stretched neck and twisted mouth, thar you
hold an erroneous opinion in relation to the
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cells in which the Sepruagint was studied; that
you have even spoken disrespecefully ten years
ago of Tobit's dog,2 which you asserced to have
been a spaniel, while I proved that it was a
greyhound. I will denounce you as the enemy
of God and man!” Such is the language of che
persecutor; and if precisely these words do not
issue from his lips, they are engraven on his
hearr with the pointed steel of fanaticism
steeped in the bitterness of envy, . . .

O God of mercy! If any man cen resemble
thar evil being who is described as ceaselessly
employed in the descruction of your works, is
it not the persecutor?

SUPERSTITION

In 1749 a woman was burned in che Bishopric
of Wiirzburg {2 city in cencral Germany], con-
victed of being & witch. This is an excraordi-
nary phenomenon in the age in which we live,
Is it possible that people whe boast of cheir ref-
ormation and of trampling superstition under
foor, who indeed supposed char chey had
reached the perfection of reason, could never-
cheless believe in wiccheraft, and this more
than a hundred years after the so-called refor-
mation of cheir reason?

In 1652 a peasant woman named Michelle
Chaudeon, living in che litcle terrivory of
Geneva [2 majoe cicy in Switzerland], met che
devil going out of the city. The devil gave hera
kiss, received her homage, and imprinted on
her upper Lip and right breast che mark that he
customatily bestows on all whom he recognizes
as his favorites. This seal of the devil is a little
matk which makes the skin insensicive, as all
the demonographiczl jurises of those times
affirm.

IThe Septuaging, che version of the Hebrew Scriprures
used by Saint Pavl and other early Chriscians, was a Greek
teanslation done by Hellenized Jews in Alexandria some-
time in che laze chird or the second century B.C. Tobit's dog
appears in the Book of Toblt, 2 Hebrew book contained in
the Cacholic version of the Bible.

i —— . SR

ally. The gicls' parents accused her of witcﬁﬁéaf
before the law. The gitls were questioned an
confronted wich the accused. They declared thag,
they felc a conrinual pricking in cercain parts of.
their bodies and chac chey were possessed. Doe-
tars were called, or at least, those who passed for
doctors at that time. They examined the pgirls,
They locked for the devil’s seal on Michelle’s
body—what the statement of the case called sq. -
tanic marks. Into them they drove a long needle,
already 2 painful torcure. Blood flowed out, and
Micheile made it known, by her cries, that sa-
tanic marks cercainly do not make one insensi-
tive. The judges, seeing no definite proof that
Michelle Chaudron was a witch, proceeded to
torture het, a method char infallibly produces the
necessary proofs: this wrecched woman, yielding
to che violence of torture, at last confessed every W
thing chey desired. '

The doctors again Jooked for che sacanic matk.
They found a liccle black spot on one of her
thighs. They drove in the needle. The corment of
the tortuze had been so horrible that the poor
creature hardly felt che needle; chus the crime
was established. Bur as customs were becoming
somewhar mild ar chac time, ‘she was buned
only after being hanged and strangled.

In those days every rribunal of Christian
Europe resounded with similar arreses. The
[ewigs] were lit everywhere for witches, as for
hesetics. People reproached the Turks most for
having neither witches nor demons among ‘
them, This absence of demons was considered
an infallible proof of the falseness of a religion.

A zealous friend of public welfare, of human-
ity, of true religion, has scated in one of his writ-
ings on behalf of innocence, that Chriscian
cribunals have condemned to dearh over 2 hun-
dred thousand necused wicches. If o chese judi-
cial murders are added the infinitely superior
number of massacred heretics, that part of the
world will seem to be noching but a vast scaffold
covered with torturers and vicrims, snrrounded
by judges, guards and spectarors.

2

T
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The following passage is from Candide,
Voltaire’s most famous work of fiction. The
king of the Bulgarians goes to war with the
king of the Abares, and Candide is caught
in the middle of the conflict,

WAR

Nothing could be smarter, more splendid,
more brilliant, better drawn vp than the two
armies. Trumpees, fifes, haucboys [oboes],
drums, cannons, formed a harmony such as has
never been heard even in hell. The cannons
firse of all laid flac abour six thousand men on
each side; then rhe musketry removed from che
best of worlds some nine or ten thousand
blackguards who infested its surface. The bay-
onet also was the sufficient reason for the death
of some chousands of men. The whole might
amount to thirty thousand souls. Candide, whe
trembled like a philosopher, hid himself as
well as he could during this heroic buechery.
At last, while the two Kings each commanded

REVIEW QUESTIONS

a Te Deum? in his camp, Candide decided to
go elsewhere to reason abour effeces and causes.
He clambered over heaps of dead and dying
men and reached a neighboring village, which
was in ashes; ic was an Abare village which the
Bulgarians had burned in accordance with in-
ternational law. Here, old men dazed wich
blows warched the dying agonies of their mur-
dered wives who clutched their childzen to
their bleeding breasts; there, disemboweled
girls who had been made to sacisfy the narural
appetites of heroes gasped their last sighs; oth-
ers, half-burned, begged to be put ro death.
Brains were scatcered on the ground among
dismembered arms and legs. Candide fled to
anocher village as fasc as he could; it belonged
to the Bulgarians, and Abarian herces had
ereated it in che same way. Candide, stumbling
over quivering limbs or across ruins, at last es-
caped from che cheater of war. . . .

2A Te Deum is o special litucgical bymn praising and
thanking Ged for granting some special favor, like a mili-
tacy victory or the end of a war.

What arguments did Volraire offer in favor of religious coleracion?
Why did Voltaire ridicule Christian theological disputacion?

he provide? How was it to be cured?

1.

2.

3. Whae did Volraize mean by the term fanaticism? What examples of fanaticism did~ *
4.

* L e

What did Volraire imply about che rationality and moralicy of war? i

4 Attack on Religion

e o

Christianity came under severe attack during the eighteenth century. The philo-
sophes rejected Christian doctrines that seemed conteary 1o reason. Deism, the
dominant religious outlook of the philosophes, raught thar religion should ac-
cord with reason and natural law. To deists, it seemed reasonable to believe in
God, for this superbly constructed universe required a creator in the same man-
ner that a watch required a watchmaker. But, said che deists, after God had
constructed the universe, ke did not interfere in its operations; the universe
was governed by mechanical laws. Deists denied that the Bible was Goll's
work, rejected clerical authority, and dismissed miracles—Iike Jesus walking
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0, I say, viz. excernal material things,
jects of SENSATION, and the operarions

Bjeces furaish che mind wich the ideas of
15ible qualities, which ate all those different
ercéptions they produce in us; and the mind
‘ rishes the underscanding wich ideas of its
, OWD operations.

These, when we have wken a full survey of
them, and their several modes, (combinations,
and relations,) we shall find to contain all eur
whole stock of ideas; and that we have nothing

in our minds which did not come in one of
these two ways. Lec 2ny one examine his own
thoughts, and thoroughly search into his un-
derstanding; and then let him tell me, whecher
all the original ideas he has there, are any other
than of the objects of his senses, or of the opez-
ations of his mind, considered as objeces of his
reflection. And how great 2 mass of knowledge
soever he imagines to be lodged chere, he will,
upon tzking a scrice view, see chat he has nor
any idea in his mind but what one of these two
have impriated;—though pechaps, with infi-
nite variety compounded and enlarged by the
understanding, as we shall see hereafter.

He char ateentively considers the stace of a
child, at his first coming inco the world, will
have little reason to think him stored with
plenty of ideas, that ate to be the macter of his
furure knowledge. It is &y degreer he comes co
be furnished wich them.

John Locke

SOME THOUGHTS CONCERNIN

EDUCATION

In Some Thonghts Concerning Edncation (1693), excerpted below, Locke ex-
pressed a warm concern for children. Deploring rote learning and physical
punishment, he maincained that parents and reachers should be mild bue firm,
teach sound habits by example, and ucilize the child’s nataral disposition for

play to good edueational advantage.

I think I may say, thac of all the Men we meer
with,-Nine Pares of Ten are what. they are,
Good or BEvil, useful or not, by their Educa-~
tion, "Tis that which makes the grear Differ-
ence in Mankind; The litcle, and almost
insensible Impressions on our tender Infancies,
have very imporeant and lasting Consequences:
And there 'tis, as in the Founcains of some
Rivers, where a gentle Applicacion of che
Hand rurns the flexible Waters inte Chanels,
that make them take quice concrary Courses,
and by chis lictle Direction given them ac first

AT,

in the Source, chey receive different Tenden-
cies, and arrive ar last, ac very remoce and dis-
cant Places, . . .

If what I have said in the beginning of chis
Discourse be crue, as I do not doubt buc it is,
viz. Thay che difference to be found in the
Manners and Abiliries of Men, is owing more
to their Bdueation than to any ching else; we
have reason co conclude, thar great care is to be
had of the forming Children's Minds, and &iv-
ing them that seasoning early, which shall in-
fluence their Lives always after. . . .
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The grear Mistake I have observed in Peo-
ple's [rearing] cheir Children has been, thac. ..
the Mind has not bees made obedient o Disci-
pline, and pliant to Reason, when at first i was
most tender, most easy to be bowed. . . |

The Difference lies not in the having or nor
having Appetites, but in the Power 1o gavern,
and deny our selves in them, He chat is not
used to submic his Will to che Reason of oth-
ers, when he is yowng, will scarce hearken or
submic to his own Reason, when he is of an
Age to make use of it. And what a kind of 2
Man such an one is like o prove, is easie o
foresee. . . .

['am very ape 1o think thar grear Severity of
Punishment does but very liccle Good; nay,

grear Harm in Education: And I believe ir will
be found, that, Cererss Dbaribus, those Children,
who have been mose chaseised, seldom make the
best Men, All that I have hitherto contended
for, is, Thag whatsoever Rigonr is necessary, it is
more to be used the younger Children are; and
having, by a due Application, wroughe its Ef-
fect, it is to be relaxed, and changed into a
milder Sort of Government, . . .

[IF the Mind be curbed, and hwmbled 100
much in Children; if cheir Spirits be abased and
broken much, by too scrict an hand over thern,
ehey lose all their Vigor and indusery, and are in
a worse State chen the former. For extravaganc
young Fellows, that have Liveliness and Spiric,
come sometimes €0 be sec tighe, and so make
Able and Grear Men; Bur defected Minds, cimo-
rous, 20d tame, and Jow Spirits, are hardly ever ro
be raised, and very seldom attain to any thing.
To aveid the danger, thac is on eicher hand, is
che greatr Art; and he chac has found 2 way, how
to keep a Child's Spitic, easy, active and free; and
yee, ac che same time, to restrain him from many
chings he has a Miod «o, and o draw him o
chings that are uneasy to him; he, I say, that
knows how to reconcile these seerning Contra-
dictions, has, in my Opinion, goc the true Secret
of Bducarion. . . .

Beating then, and all ocher Sorts of slavish
and corporal Punishments, are noc che Disci-
pline fit to be used in the Educarion of rhose

Chapter 3 The Endightenment

we would have wise, good, and ingenuous '
Men; and cherefore very rately co be applied,
and that only in greac Occasions, and Cases of
Extremity. On che other side, to flaccer Chil-
dren by Rewards of chings, cthat are pleasant to
them, is as carefully to be avoided.

Bur, if you rake away the Rod on one hand,
and these little Encouragements, which they
are taken with, on the other, How then {will
you say) shall Children be govern'd? Remave
Hope and Pear, and there is an end of all Dis-
cipline. T grant, that Good and Evil, Rewerd
and Punithnient, ate che only Morives co a ra-
tional Creature; chese are the Spur and Reins,
whereby all Mankind are ser on work, and
guided, and therefore they are to be made use
of to Children too. Por I advise ctheir Parenes
and Governors always to carry chis in their
Minds, chat Children are to be treated as ra-
tional Crearures. . . .

Rewards, 1 grane, and Punishments musc be
proposed to Children, if we intend to work
upon chem. The Miseake, I imagine, is, that
those that are generally made use of, ace /// cho-
sen. The Paing and Pleasures of che Body dre, I
think, of ill consequence, when made the Re-
wards and Punishments, whereby Men would
prevail on their Children, . . .

The Rewards and Punishments then, whereby
we should keep Children in order, are quice of
anocher kind, and of chac force, that when we
can get them once to wosk, the business, 1
think, is done, and the difficulcy is over, Esteem
and Disgrace are, of all others, the most powerful
incentives to the Mind, when once it js broughe
to relish chem. If you can once ger into Childcen
2 love of Credit, and an apprehension of Shame
and Disgrace, you have put into them the trye
Principle, which will constantly work, and io-
cline chem ro the right, , . .

But to return to the Businesses of Rewards
and Punishmencs. All the Accions of Childish-
ness, and unfashionable Carriage . . | being . .,
exempt from the Discipline of the Rod, rthere
will not be so much need of beating Children,
as is generally made use of. To which if we
add Learning to Read, Wrice, Dance, Foreign

Y
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Languages, &c. as under the same Privilege,
there will be buc very rarely any Occasion for
Blows or Force in an ingenuous Educarion. The
right Way to teach chem those Things is, to
give them a Liking and Inclination to what you
propose to them to be learn’d; and thac witl en-
gage their Industry and Application. This I
chink no hard Matcer to do, if Children be han-
dled as chey should be, and che Rewards and
Punishments above-mencioned be carefully ap-
plied, 2nd with chem these few Rules observed
in the Merhod of Instructing them. . .,

It will perhaps be wondered that I mencion
Reasoning wich Children: And yer I cannort but
think thae the rrue Way of Dealing wich them.
They understand it as early as they do Laa-
guage; and, if I misobserve not, they love to be
treated as Racional Creatures sooner chan is
imagined. "Tis a Pride should be cherished in
them, and, as much as can be, made the great
Instrumenc to tarn them by.

But when I talk of Reasorring, 1do not intend
any other, but such as is suited to che Child's
Capacity and Appiehension. No Body can
think of a Boy of Three, or Seven Years old,
should be acgued with, as a grown Man. Long
Discourses, and Philosophical Reasonings, at

best, amaze and confound, but do not instruce
Children, When I say therefore, that they musc
be treated as Rational Creatures, | mean, that you
should make chem sensible by the Mildness of
your Carriage, and the Composure even in your
Correction of them, thar what you do is reason-
able in you, and useful and necessary for chem:
And char it is not out of Caprichie, Passion, or
Fancy, thae you command or forbid chem any
Thing. This they are capable of understanding;
and chere is no Vertue they should be excired
vo, nor Fault chey should be kept from, which I
do nort thinle they may be convinced of; buc it
must be by such Rewsons as their Age and Un-
derstanding are capable of, and chose proposed
always in very fow and plain Words. . . .

But of all the Ways whereby Children are to
be instructed, and cheir Manners formed, the
plainest, easiesr and most efficacions, is to set
before their Eyes the Examples of those Things
you would have them do, or aveid. Which,
when they are pointed out to chem, in the
Praccice of Persons wichin their Knowledge,
with some Reflection on cheir Beauty or Unbe-
comingness, are of mote force to draw or decerr
cheir Imitation, than any Discourses which can
be made to them.

Claude Helvétius

ESSAYS ON THE MIND AND A TREATISE

ON MAN

Even more than did Locke, Claude-Adrien Helvétius (1715-1777) emphasized
the importance of the eavironment in shaping the human mind. Disparirties in
intelligence and talent, said Helvétius, are due entirely 1o environmental condi-
tions and not to inborn qualities. Since human beings are malleable and per-
fecrible, their moral and intellectual growth depends on proper condirioning.
For this reason he called for political reforms, particularly the implementation
of a program of enlightened public education.
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Jean Jacques Rousseau
EMILE

In The Social Contract {see page 793, Jean Jacques Rousseau {1712-1778}, who
had only contempt for absolute monarchy, sought to provide a theoretical foun-
dation for political liberty. In Emile (1762), he suggested another cure for the
ills of modern society; educational reforms that would instill in childeen seif-
confidence, self-reliance, and emotional security. Rousseau understoed that
children should not be treated like litcle adults. He railed against chaining
young children to desks and filling theic heads with rote learning. Instead, he
urged thar children experience direct contact with the world ro develop cheir
ingenuity, resourcefulness, and imagination so that they might become produc-
tive and responsible citizens, Excerpts from Rousseau’s influential rreatise on

education follow.

When I thus gee rid of childeen's lessons, I ger
rid of che chief cause of their sorrows, namely
their books. Reading is che curse of childhood,
yec ic is almost the only occupation you can
find for children. Emile, at twelve years old,
will hardly know what a book is. “Buc,” you
say, “he must, ar lease, know how to read.”
When reading is of use to him, I admic he
must learn to read, but cifl chen he will only
find it a nuisance.

If children are not to be required to do any-
thing as a macter of obedience, it follows chac
they will only learn what they pecceive to be of
real and presenc value, eicher for use or enjoy-
ment; what ocher motive could they have for
leacning? . ..

People malce 2 great fuss abour discovering
the best way to teach children to read. They in-
vent "bureaux"* and cards, they turn che nurs-
ery inco a printer’s shop. Locke would have
them taught to read by means of dice. Whac
a fine idea! And the pity of i¢! There is a bet-
tec way than any of those, and one which is
generally overlooked—it consists in the desireg

#Franslater's note—The “burean” was a sort of case con-
tatning letcers to be put together to form words. It was 2
favourite device far che cesching of reading and gave its
name to a special mechod, called the buteau-method, of
learning to read,

to learn. Arouse this desire in your scholar
and have done with your "bureaux” and your
dice—any meched will serve.

Present interest, that is the motive power,
the only motive power that takes us far and
safely. Somecimes Emile receives notes of in-
vitation from his facher or mother, his rela-
sions or friends; he is invited to a dinner, 2
wallk, 2 boating expedition, to see some pub-
lic enterrainmenc. These notes age short,
clear, plain, and well written, Some one must
read them to him, and he cannot always find
anybady when wanted; no more considerarion
is shown to him than he himself showed to
you yesterday. Time passes, the chance is lost.
The note is read to him at last, bur it is oo
late. Oh! if only he had known how to read!
He receives other nores, so short, so interest-
ing, he would like to try to read them. Some-
times he gets help, sometimes none. e does
ls best, and at last he makes out half the note;
it is something abouc going to-morrow 1o
drink cream—Where? Wich whom? He can-
not tell—how hard he cries co make out the
cest! 1 do not think Emile will need a "bu-
rean.” Shall 1 proceed to the ceaching of writ-
ing? No, I am ashamed to toy with these
crifles in a treatise on education. . . .

If, in accordance with the plan @have
skeeched, you follow tules which are juse che
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_‘?35 pposite of the established practice, if in-
”"tead of zakmg your scholar far afield, mstead

Sperceive, to remember, and even to reason;
his is pature’s order. . . . Give his body con-
¢ exercise, makc it serong and heaithy, in

¥
Yehout, let him be always on the go; make a
fvggimn ?f him in strengeh, and he will soon be a
Mmar 1n reason,
é' Of course by this merhod you will make him
-,{stupxd if you are always giving him directions,
always saying come here, go chere, stop, do chis,
7 dop't do char. If your head always guides his
* hands, his own mind will become useless. . . .
> It is a lamentable mistake co imagine thac
* bodily activity hinders che working of the
mind, 5 if these two kinds of activity oughe noe
to advance hand in hand, and as if the one were
not intended to act as guide o the other. . . .

... Your scholar is subject to a power which
is continually giving him instenceion; he acts
only at the word of command; he dare not eac

er, his ralas
a d;nner, .
e somé. pub-
s are shore,
me one must -
r always find
ionsideration
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REVIEW QUESTIONS

him think about, when you do all the chinkic
for him? . ..

As for my pupil, or racher Nacuce's pupil, he
has been trained from che outset to be as self-
reliant as possible, he has noc formed che habic
of constancly seeking help from others, still
less of displaying his stores of learning. On the
other hand, he exercises discrimination and
forethoughe, he reasons abour everything thac
concerns himself, He does not chacrer, he acts. -
Mot a word does he know of what is going on
in the world ac large, but he knows very chor-
oughly what affects himself. As he is always
stirring he is compelled co notice many chings,
to recognise many effeces; he soon acquires a
good deal of experience. Nature, not man, is
his schoolmascer, and he learns all the quicker
because he is not aware that he has any lesson
to learn. So mind and body work together. He
is always carrying our his own ideas, noc those
of other peole, and thus he uaices chought and
accion; as he grows in healch and strength he
grows in wisdom and discernment,

1, According ro Joha Locke, knowledge originates in experience and has two

how to read! sources—rthe senses and reflection. Whart does chis mean, and whae makes this

, SO ineeresc- view of knowledge so revolutionary?

cherm. Some- 2. How does Locke's view of the arigin of knowledge compare to chat of René

yne. He does Descarces (see page 46)? Which view do you favor, or can you suggesr anocher

1a}f che note; alternative? )

{ 3. How would you characterize Locke's general theory of education? Is it compasible

-rnotrow o me

'0? He can- with h}s th?ory‘ of knowledg?? .

lake ouc che 4. Whar implications do Locke’s theary of knowledge and educaricnal theory have
N for his conception of human narure?

aeed d b u- 5. In whatr way may Claade Helvétius be regarded as 2 disciple of John I.ocke, and

ing of wric- how did he expand the significance of Locke’s ideas? )

with these 6. What was Rousseau's basic approach to educating 2 child?
i 7. Compace Rousseau's theory of educacion wich Locke’s. How similar or different are
plan I have

are just the human nature?

their views, and what implications do they have for their respective conceptions of
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7 Rousseau: Political Reform

—rA—

To the philosophes, advances in the arts were hallmarks of progress. However,

juscified by Jean Jacques Rousseau argued that the accumulation of knowledge improved /

08, howemret humen understanding but corrupted the morals of humian beings. In A Dis- =
made legir- course on the Aris and Sctences (1750) and A Discosirse on the Origin of Inequality G4
-ates are not (1755), Rousseau diagnosed the illnesses of modern civilization. He said thar As QM/%,
‘hey d? aot, human nature, which was originally good, had been corrupted by society. As a n
of theix Lib- result, he stated at the beginning of The Social Contract (1762), “Man is born

. free; and everywhere he is in chains.” How can humanity be made moral and
the righr ro

free again? In The Social Coniract, Rousseau suggested one cure: reforming the
political system, He argued that in the existing civil society the rich and power-
ful who controfled the srate oppressed the tsjority. Rousseau admired the

aelr mascer.
scrs of com-

’ b?uégh; nor small, ancient Greck city-state (polis), where citizens participated acrively and
nciude trom directly in public affairs. A small state modeled after the ancient Greek polis,
s rug Sway said Rousseau, would be best able 10 resolve the tensions berween individual
 he ha ac freedom znd the cequirements of the collective community.
10se acquisi-
of humanicy ) .

, p Jean Jacques Rousseau
igle one o
ed only as THE SOCIAL CONTRACT
1t to be de-

1n the opening chapters of The Social Contract, Roussean rejected the principle
that one person has a natural authoricy over others. All legitimarte authority, he
said, stemmed from haman traditions, not from nature. Rousseaun had only con-
tempt for absolute monarchy and in The Secial Contract sought to provide a
theoretical foundation for political libercy.

1is freedom,
1 his prince,
wever in the
e of. Conse-
ympleced is
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[To rulers who argued that chey provided secu-
rity for their subjeces, Rousseau responded as
follows:]

It will be said that che despor assures his
subjects civil tranquillicy. Granred; but what
do they gain, if che wars his ambicion brings
down upon cthem, his insatiable avidity, and
the vexatious conduct of his minisrers press
harder on them than their own dissensions
would have done? What do they gain, if the
very tranquillity they enjoy is one of cheir mis-
eries? Tranquillity is found also in dungeons;
but is that enough to meke them desirable
places to live in? The Greeks imprisoned in the
cave of the Cyclops lived chere very cranquilly,

_while they were awaiting cheir curn to be de-

voured, . . .

Even if each man could aliepate himself, he

could not alienate his children: they are born
men and free; cheic liberty belongs o chem,
and no one but they has che right to dispose of
it. Before they come to years of discretion, the
father can, in their name, lay down conditions
,fer their preservation and well-being, but he
cannot give them irrevocably and without con-
" “dicions: such a gift is contrary to the ends of
nature, and exceeds the rights of pacernivy. It
would therefore be necessary, in order to legit-
imize an arbitrary government, that in every
generation the people should be in a position
to accept or reject ir; bur, were this so, the gov-
ernment would be no longer arbitrary.

To renounce liberty is to cenounce being a
man, to surrender the rights of humanity and
even its daties. For him who renounces every-
thing no indemnity is possible. Such a renun-
ciation is incompatible with man's narure; to
remove all liberty from his will is o remove all
morality from his acts.

Like Hobbes and Locke, Rousseau refers to
an original social contract that terminates
the state of nature and establishes the civil
state. The clash of particular interests in the
state of nature necessitates the creation of
civil authority.

I suppose men to have reached the poinr at |
which che obstacles in the way of their preser-
varion in the srate of nature show cheir power :.
of resistance to be greater than the resources at
the disposal of each individual for his mamte-'
nance in thar state. That primicive condition’ ]
can then subsist no longer; and che human race,
would perish unless it changed its manner of
existence. . . .

This sum of forces can arise only where sev-
eral persons come cogerher; bur, as the force
and liberty of each man are the chief inseru-
menes of his self-preservation, how can he
pledge them withour harming his own inter-
eses, and neglecting the care he owes to him-
self? This difficuley, in irs bearing on my
present subject, may be stated in che following
terms:

“The problem is ro find a form of associa-
tion which will defend and protect with the
whole common force the person and goods of
each associate, and in which each, while unit-
ing himself wich all, may still obey himself
alone, and remain as free as before.” This is the
fundamental problem of which the Sorial Con-
sract provides the solution.

In entering into the social contract, the in-
dividual surrenders his rights to the com-
munity as a whole, which governs in
accordance with the general will—an un-
derlying principle that expresses what is
best for the community. The general will is
a plainly visible truth that is easily dis-
cerned by reason and common sense
purged of self-interest and unworthy mo-
tives. For Rousseau, the general will by def-
inition is always right and always works to
the community’s advantage. True freedom
consists of abedience to laws that coincide
with the general will. Obedience to the
general will transforms an individual moti-
vated by self-interest, appelites, and pas-
sions into a higher type of person—a citizen
cornmitted o the general good. What hap-
pens, however, if a person’s private will—
that is, expressions of particular, selfish
interests—clashes with the general will? As
private interests could ruin the body politic,
says Rousseau, “whoever refuses to obey




the general will shall be compelled to do so
{ by the whole bady.” Thus Rousseau rejects
entirely the Lockean principle that citizens
possess rights independently of and against
the state. Bacause Rousseau grants the sov-
ereign (the people constituted as a corpo-
rate body) virtually unlimited authority over
the citizenry, some critics view him as a
precursor of modern dictatorship.

The clauses of chis contract. . . .
understood, may be reduced to one—the rocal
alienation of each associate, togecher wich all
his rights, to the whole community; for, in the
first place, as each gives himself absolutely, the
conditions are the same for all; and, chis being
s0, oo one has any interest in making them
burdensome to others.

Moreover, the alienation being withour re-
serve, the union is as perfecc as it can be, and

no associate has anything more co demand: for, -

if the individuals rerained cercain rights, as
there would be no common superior to decide
berween them aod the public, each, being.on

one point his ows judge, would ask co be so ons”

all; the srate of nature would thus continue,
and the association would necessarily become
inoperative or tyrapnical.

Finally, each man, in giving himself o all,
gives himself to nobody; and as there is no as-

" sociate over which he does not acquire che

same right as he yields ochers over himself, he
gains an equivalent for everything he loses, and
an increase of farce for the preservation of what
he has!

If chen we discacd from the social compace
whar is not of its essence, we shall find thar it
reduces itself to the following terms:

"Bach of us puts his persont and ail his power in
commen under the supreme divection of the general
will, and, in our corporate capacity, we receive each
wmember as an indivisible part of the whole.”

At once, in place of the individual personal-
ity of each coneracting patty, this ace of associ-
ation creates a moral and collective body,
composed of as many members as the assembly
contains voters, and receiving from this act its

properly{' '
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~ifg-common identity, its life, and its

not be an,empty formula, it racitly includes
the undertaking, which alone can give force to
the rest, that whoever refuses to obey che gen-
eral will sha_l be compcllcd to do so by che

res him against all personsl de-
pendence. In chis lies che key to the working of
the political machine; chis alone legicimizes
civil undervakings, which, without it, would
be absurd, tyrannical, and liable to the most
frighcful abuses.
The passage from the stace of nature to the
Stailiices a very remarkable change
: bsmﬁ‘ting juscice for instinct in

) zght of appetite, does man, who
1dcred only himsclf find chat he

consule hxs reason before listening to his incli-
narions. Although in this state, he deprives
-ofisoiie advantages which he got from
ns in return others so grear, his
5o stimulaced and developed, his
shis feelings.so ennobled, and
up’h&ed thar, did not the
few condition often degrade him
¥ below Hat which he left, he would ba bound to
bless continually the happy moment which
took him from it fot ever, and, insread of a stu-
pid a.nd unimaginative animal, made him an
ing and a man.

"ot us draw up the whole account in eerms
easily commensurable. What man loses by the
social- contiact is his natural liberty and an
unlimired righe to everyrhing he tries to ger
and sucteedsin“gecring; whac he gains is civil

one agamsr the ocher, we must clearly distin-
guish narural liberty, which is bounded only
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by the screngch of the individual, from civil

liberty, which is limited by che general will; .
and possession, which is merely the effect of

force or the righe of the first occupier, from

property, which can be founded only on 2 pos-

icive ticle.

We might, over and above all this, add, co
whar man acquires in the civil state, moral lib-
ecty,-which alone makes him cruly master of
himself; for the mere impulse of appetite is
slaucry, while obedience to & Jaw which we pre-
scribe to ourselves is liberty. . . .

The first and most imporeant deducrion

from the principles we have so far laid down is
that the general will alone can direce the Stace
according to the object for which it was insti-
ruted, i.e. the common good: for if the clashing
of particular interests made the establishment
of societies necessary, che agreement of these
very ioterests made it possible. The common
element in these differenc interests is what
forms the social tie; and, were there no point of
agreement becween chem all, no society could
exist. It is solely on the basis of this common
interest that every society should be gov-
erned. .

It follows from what has gone before that
the general will is always righc znd tends co
the public advanrage; bur it does not follow
that the deliberations of the people are always
equally correce, Qur will is always for our own
good, but we do nogialways see whart char is;
the people is never corrupted, bue it is often
deceived, and on such occasions only does it
seem to will what is bad,

There is often a great deal of difference be-
tween che will of all and che general will; che
lacter considers only che common interest,

REVIEW QUESTIONS

while the former takes private incerest into ac-
count, and is no more chan a sum of particular ,.
wills: but take away from these same wills the . .
pluses and minuses that cencel one another,
and the general will remains as the sum of the
diffecences.

If, when the people, bcmg furnished w1th §
adequare informacion, held its deliberations:
the citizens had no communication one with
another, the grand toral of the small differences
would always give the general will, 2nd che de-
cision would always be good. But when fac-
eions arise, and partial associations are formed
at the expense of the great assaciation, the will
of each of these associacions becomes general in
relation to its members, while it remaing par-
ticular in relacion to the State: it may then be
said thac there are no longer as many votes as
there are men, buc only as many as there are
associations. The differences become less nu-
merous and give a less general resulr. Lastly,
when one of these associacions is so grest as to
prevail over all the rest, the resule is no longer
a sam of small differences, but a single differ-
ence; in rthis case there is no longer 2 general
will, and the opinion which prevails is purely
particalar.

It is cherefore essential, if the general will is
to be able to express itself, that there should he
no partial society {factions] within the Starte,
and rhat each citizen should think only his
own thoughts. . . . Bur if there are partial soci-
eties, it is bést ¢o have as many as possible and’
to prevenc them from being unequel. . ..
These precautions are the only ones thar can
guarancee that the general will shall be always
enlightened, and thar the people shail in no
way deceive irself,

1. Whar did Jean Jacques Rousseau mean by the “general will"? What funcrion did
it serve in his policical theory?

2. Why do some thinkers view Rousscau as a champion of democracy, whereas othess
see him as & spiricual precursor of toralitatianism?’
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¢ young j The Wealth of Nations carries the important message of laissez faire, which

means thar the government should intervene as little as possible in economic
affairs and leave the marker to its own devices. It advocates the liberation of
economic producrion from all limiting regulation in order to benefit “the peo-
ple and the sovereign,” not only in Great Britain buc in the community of coun-
tries. Admittedly, in his advocacy of free trade Smith made allowance for the
national interest, justifying “certain public works and certain public instita-
tions,” including the government aed the state. He defended, for instance,
the Navigation Acts, which stipulated that goods broughr from its over-
seas colonies into England be carried in British ships. Neither did he want to
ruin established industries by introducing free trade voo suddenly. Adam Smith
was an eighteeath-century cosmopolitan who viewed political economy as an
international system. His preference was clearly for cconomic cooperation
among nations as a source of peace. In the passage that follows, Smith argues
that economic activity unrestricted by government best serves the individual

and soctecy.

Every individual is continually exerting him-
self to find ouc the most advantageous em-
ployment for whatever capital he can com-
mand. It is his own advancage, indeed, and not
that of che society, which he has in view. But
the study of his own advantage, nacurally, or
rather necessarily, leads him o prefer thar em-
ployment which is most advantageous to the
society. . . .

... As every individual, therefore, endeay-
ours 25 much as he can both to employ his cap-
ital in the supporr of domestic indusiry, and so
10 direct that industry chae its produce may be
of the greatest value, every individual necessar-
ily labours to render the annual revenue of the
society as great as he can. He generally, indeed,
neicher incends to promote che public interest,
nor knows how much he is promoring it. By
preferring che support of domestic to chat of
foreign industry, he intends only his own secu-
tity; and by directing char indusery in such a
manner as its produce may be of the greatest
value, he intends only his own gain, and he is
in this, as in many ocher cases, led by an invisi-
ble hand to promote an end which was no part

of his intenrion. Nor is it always che worse for
the society that it was no part of it. By pursu-
ing his own incerest he frequencly promotes
thagof the society more effectually than when
he really intends to promote it. I have never
known much good done by those who affected
to trade for the public good. . . .

.. The statesman who should attempe to
direct private people in what manner they
ought to employ their capitals, would noc
only load himself with a most unnecessary
actencion, but assume an avthority which
could safely be crusred, not only 1o ne single
pexson, bur to no council or senate wharever,
and which would nowhere be so dangerous as
in the hands of a man who bad folly and pre-
sumption enough to fancy himself fit co exer-
cise it ...

It is rthus that every system which endeav-
ours, either by extraordinary encouragements
to draw towards a parcicular species of induscry
a greater share of the capital of the society than
would pacurally go to it, or, by extraordinary
restraines, force from a particular species of in-
dustry some shaze of che capiral which would
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otherwise be employed irit, is in reality sub-
versive to the great ptirpdse which i means to
promote. It setards ~m5|:ead of accelerating, the
progress of the society cowards real wealth and
greaeness; and diminishes, instead of increas-
ing, the real value of rhe anpual produce of its
land and labour.

All systems either of preference or of re-
straint, therefore, being thus completely taken
away, the obvious and simple system of natural
liberty establishes itself of its own accord.
Every man, as loag as he does nor violate the
laws of justice, is left perfectly free to pursne
his own interest his own way, and to bring
both his industry and capital into competition
with those of any other man, or order of men.
The sovercign is complecely discharged from a
duty, in the atcempeing to perform which he
must always be exposed to innumerable delu-
sions, and for the proper performance of which
no human wisdom or knowledge could ever be
sufficient; the duty of superintending the in-

dustry of private pecple, and of directing it to-
wards the employments most suitable to the
incerest of the society. According to the system
of natural liberry, the sovereign has only three
duries to arcend to; three duries of great im-
portance, indeed, but plain and incelligible to
common understandings: firse, the duty of pro-
tecting the society from the violence and inva-
sion of other independent societies: secondly,
the duty of protecring, as far as possible, every
member of the sociecy from the injustice or op-
pression of every other member of it, or the
duty of establishing an exacc administration of
justice; and, thirdly, the duty of erecting and
maintaining cercain public works and certain
public insricutions which it ¢an never be for
che interest of any indjvidual, or small number
of individuals, to erect and maintain, because
the profit could never repay the expense to any
individual or small number of individuals,
though it may frequently do much more than
repay it to a great society.
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8 Judicial and Penal Reform

i —

A humanirarian spiric pervaded the philosophes’ outlook. Showing a warm
concern for humanity, they actacked militarism, slavery, religious persecurion,
torrure, and other violations of human dignity, as seen in passages from the
Encyelopedia and Voltaire's works earlier in this chaprer. Through reasoned
arguments they sought to make humankind recognize and renounce its own
barbarity. In the following selections, other eighteenth-century reformers de-

nounce judicial torture and the abuse of prisoners

Caesare Beccaria

ON CRIME AND PUNISHMENTS

In On Crime and Punishnrents (1764), Caesare Beccaria {1738-1794), an Italian
economist and criminologist, condemned rtorture, commonly used to obrain
confessions in many European countries, as irrational and inhuman.

The true relations berween sovereigns and
their subjects, and berween nations, have been
discovered. Commetce has been reanimarted by
the common koowledge of philosophical
truchs diffused by che art of printing, and there
has sprung up among nations o tacir rivalry of
industriousness thar is mast humane and cruly
worthy of rational beings. Such good chings we
owe to the productive enlightenment of this
age. But very few persons have studied and
fought against che cruelty of punishments and
the irregularities of criminal procedures, a pare
of legislation that is as fundamental as ic is
widely neglected in almost all of Burope. Very
few persons have undertaken to demolish the
accumulated ercors of centuries by rising to
general priaciples, curbing, ac least, wich che
sole force that acknowledged truths possess,
the unbounded course of ill-directed power
which has conrinually produced 2 long and
authorized example of the most cold-blooded
barbarity. And yet the groans of the wealk, sac-
rificed to cruel ignorance and to opulent indo-
lence; che barbarous tormencs, mulciplied with
lavish and useless severity, for crimes eicher not
proved or wholly imagindry; the filth and hor-

rors of _prison, intensified by chat cruellest
tormentor of the fniserable, uncerrainry—all
these oughr to have roused chac breed of mag-
istraces who direct the opinions of men. . .. .

But what are to be the proper punishments
for such crimes?

Is the death-penaley really sseful and neces-
g ecurity and geod order of society?
Are~torcure and torments just, and do they
attain the end for which laws are instituted?
What.is the=best way to prevent crimes? Are
thé same punishments equally effective for all
times? What influence have they on customary
behavior? These problems deserve ro be ana-
lyzed with char geomerric precision which the
mist of sophisms, seductive eloguence, and
rimorous doubr cannor wichseand. If [ couid
boast only of having been che first co present to
Iraly, wich 2 liccle more clarity, what other na-
cions have boldly wrirten and are beginning to
praccice, I would account myself forrunate.
Bur if,‘by-defending che rights of man and of
unconguerable trath, I should belp to save
from tche spasm and agonies of death some
wreeched victim of cyranny or of no less faral
ignorance, the thanks and tears of one innocent
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mortal in his cranspores of joy would console
me for the contempe of all mankind. . . .

A, cruelty consecrated by the practice of most
nations is torcure of the accused during his trial,
either ro make him confess the crime or o clear
up contradictory statements, or to discover ac-
complices, or 1o putge him of infamy in some
metaphysical and incomprehensible way, or, fi-
nally, to discover other crimes of which he mighe
be guilty bur of which he is not accused,

No man can be called gailry before a judge has
sentenced him, nor can society deprive him of
public protection befote it has been decided that
he has in facc violated the conditions under
which such protection was accorded him. What
right is it, then, if noc simply thar of might,
which empowers a judge to inflicc punishmenr
on a citizen while doube scill remains as to his
guile er innocence? Here is the dilemma, which
is nothing new: the facc of the crime is either cer-
tain or uncertain; if certain, all thar is due is the

punishment established by che laws, and ror-
tures are useless because che criminal’s confession
is useless; if uncertain, chen one musc not torture
the innocent, for such, according to the laws, isa
man whose crimes are not yet proved. . .,

.. . The impression of pain may become so
great thar, filling the entire sensory capacicy of
the toreured person, it leaves him free only to
choose what for che moment is the shorzest
way of escape from pain. The response of the
accused is then as inevitable as the impressions
of fire and water. The sensitive innocent man
will then confess himself guilty when he be-
ligves cthar, by so doing, he can pur an end o
his torment. Every difference berween guile
and innocence disappears by virtue of the very

means one pretends to be using to discover it
{Torcuee) is an infallible means indeed—for 2b-
solving rebust scoundrels and for condemning
innocenc persons who happen to be weak. Such
are the fatal defects of this so-catled criterion of
truth, a cricerion fic for a cannibal. . . .

Of two men, equally innocent or equally
guiley, the swong and courageous will be ac-
quicced, the weak and timid condemned, by
virtue of this rigorous rational argumenc: "I, the
judge, was supposed o find you guilty of such
and such a crime; you, the strong, have been
able to resisc che pain, and I therefore absolve
you; you, the weak, have yielded, and [ cherefore
condemn you. Iam aware that a confession
wrenched forzh by torments oughe o be of no
weighc whatsoever, but I'll tozment you again if
you don't confirm what you have confessed,”

A strange consequence chat necessarily fol-
lows from the use of rorture is that the innocent
person is placed in a condition worse than that of
the guiley, for if boch are roreured, the circum-
stances are all against che former, Either he con-
fesses the crime and is condemned, or he is
declared innocent and has suffered a punishment
he did not deserve. The guilty man, on che con-
trary, finds himself in a favorable sicuation; that
is, if, as a consequence of having firmly resisced
the torcure, he is ebsolved as innocent, he will
have escaped a greater punishment by endueing
a lesser one. Thus the innecent cannot buc lose,
whereas the guilty may gain. . ..

It would be superflucus to [cite] . . . che in-
numerable examples of innocent persons who
have confessed themselves criminals because of
cthe agonies of torrure; there is no nation, chere
is no age that does not have its own to cite,

John Howard -

PRISONS IN ENGLAND AND WALES

The efforts of John Howard (1726-1790), a British philancheopist, led Parlia-
ment in 1774 t enact prison reform. In 1777 Howard published State of the
Prisons in Bngland and Wales, excerprs from which follow.

There are

will, at fi
be convig
the mans
countena
are very «
are inaf
jected ob
eases,
floors, in

and ... g

the cruel
sheriffs,
the peace
The ca
ons are 5
tally ung
There
those cg
prancy a
chem) in
F00D at|
the is all
supply ¢
worth of
to half,
cut or by
Ic wil
maintai)
offender
SWer to
be belie
which 4
prisone!
any kin
fanenes
some o
tremely
I hav
for pres
care is
swered,
does not
Ina
sions ¥
exed)
disease;



